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SUMMONS - CIVIL

JD-CV-1 Rev. 4-16
C.G.S. §§ 51-346, 51-347, 51-349, 51-350, 52-45a,
52-48, 52-259, P.B. §§ 3-1 through 3-21, 8-1, 1013

See other side for instructions
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costs is less than $2,500.

costs is $2,500 or more.

TO: Any proper officer; BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONN

this Summons and attached Complaint.

"X" if amount, legal interest or property in demand, not including interest and

“X" if amount, legal interest or property in demand, not including interest and

X" if claiming other refief in addition to or in lieu of money or damages.
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PERIOR COURT

e www.jud.ct.gov

$3460.00

ECTICUT, you are hereby commanded to make due and legal service of

Address of court clerk where writ and other papers shall be filed (Number, street, town and zip code)

(C.G.S. §§ 51-346, 51-350)

Telephone number of clerk
(with area code)

Return Date (Must be a Tuesday)

95 Washington Street, Hartford, C 06106 ( 860 )548-2700 Novemlgfr gL 2 2‘;6
x| Judicial District GA At (Town in which writ is returnable) (C.G.5. §§ 57-346, 51-349) Case type code (See list on page 2)
Housing Session D Number: Hartford Major: T Minor: 90

For the Plaintiff(s) please enter the appearance of:

Name and address of attorney, law firm or plaintiff it self-represented (Number, street, town and zip code)
Silver Golub & Teitell LLP, 184 Atlantic Street, Stamford, CT 06901

Juris number (to be entered by attorney oniy)

058005

Telephone number (with area code)

(203 ) 325-4491

Signature of Plaintiff (/f seif-represented)

The attorney or law firm appearing for the plaintiff, or the plaintiff if
self-represented, agrees to accept papers (service) electronically in
this case under Section 10-13 of the Connecticut Practice Book.

[ No

Yes

Email address for delivery of papers under Section 10-13 {if agreed to)
pslager@sgtlaw.com; mkennedy@sgtlaw.com

Number of Plaintiffs: 1

Number of Defendants: 2

[[] Form yD-CV-2 attached for additional parties

Parties Name (Last, First, Middle Initial) and Address of Each party (Number; Street; P.O, Box; Town; State; Zip; Country, if not USA)

First Name: John Doe P-01

Plaintiff Address:
Additional Name: P-02
Plaintiff Address:

First Name: Connecticut Rivers Council, Inc., Boy Scouts of America, by serving its agent for service in hand; D-01
Defendant | Address: WMMW b® PB"\RU’N . BT %? S
Additional | Name: Boy Scouts of America Corporation, 1325 W. Walnut Hill Ln, $406, Irving, TX 75038 clo its agent for D-02
Defendant | Address: service: Secretary of the State of Connecticut, 30 Trinity Street, Hartford, CT 06106
Additional Name: D-03
Defendant | Address:

Additional Name: D-04
Defendant | Address:

Notice to Each Defendant

1. YOU ARE BEING SUED. This paper is a Summons in a lawsuit. The com

against you in this lawsuit.

2. To be notified of further proceedings, you or your attorney must file a form called an
Court address on or before the second day after the above Return Date. The Return

Return Date unless you receive a separate notice telling you to come to court.

3. If you or your attorney do not file a written "Appearance” form on time,

obtained at the Court address above or at www.jud.ct.gov under "Court Forms."

4. If you believe that you have insurance that may cover the claim that is bein
Insurance representative. Other action you may have to take is described i

library or on-line at www.jud.ct.gov under "Court Rules.”

5. If you have questions about the Summons and Comy

legal questions.

plaint attached to these papers states the claims that each plaintiff is making

“Appearance" with the clerk of the above-named Court at the above
Date is not a hearing date. You do not have to come to court on the

a judgment may be entered against you by default. The "Appearance" form may be

g made against you in this lawsuit, you shoulid Immediately contact your
n the Connecticut Practice Book which may be found in a superior court law

plaint, you should talk to an attorney quickly. The Clerk of Court is not allowed to give advice on

"N

Lommissioner of the " | Name of Person Signing at Left
Superior Court
Assistant Clerk Paul A. Slager

If this Summons is signed by a Clerk:

a. The signing has been done so that the Plaintiff(s) will not be denied access to the courts.
b. It is the responsibility of the Plaintiff(s) to see that service is made in the manner provided by law.
¢. The Clerk is not permitted to give any legal advice in connection with any lawsuit.

d. The Clerk signing this Summons at the request of the Plaintiff(s) is not r
in the Summons, any allegations contained in the Complaint, or the sel

esponsible in any way for any errors or omisgdnS. {7 ¥ 4T em 2% ¥
rvice of the Summons or Complaint.

For Court Use Only
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| certify | have read and
understand the above:

Signed (Self-Represented Flaintiff)

Date

09/27/2016

Docket Number

OG- 5ot 289¢

(Page 1 of 2)
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DOCKET NO.: : SUPERIOR COURT

JOHN DOE

V. : JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
: HARTFORD

CONNECTICUT RIVERS COUNCIL, INC,, BOY AT HARTFORD

SCOUTS OF AMERICA, and :

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA CORPORATION : SEPTEMBER 28, 2016

COMPLAINT

FIRST COUNT: (As to defendants Connecticut Rivers Council, Inc., Boy Scouts of
America)

1. Prior to bringing this action, plaintiff John Doe (the “plaintiff”’) sought and obtained
an ex parte Order pursuant to Practice Book § 11-20A(h)(2) the Superior Court of Connecticut,
Judicial District of Hartford at Hartford, granting him permission to use the pseudonym John
Doe for purposes of filing the present action.

2. Atall times relevant to plaintiff’s claims of liability, plaintiff was a minor resident

of the Town of Ledyard, New London, Connecticut.

3. Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, Boy Scouts of America
Corporation ("BSA") was a Texas corporation with its principal offices in Irving, Texas. BSA
was and is today an organization that initiates, charters, authorizes and regulates the formation
and operation of Boy Scout councils throughout the United States, including in Connecticut.

BSA and its local
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councils provide various youth programs, including programs designed to build character and
leadership skills.

4.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, defendant the Connecticut
Rivers Council, Inc., Boy Scouts of America (the "Connecticut Rivers Council") was a
Connecticut Corporation with its principal place of business in East Hartford, Connecticut. The
Connecticut Rivers Council was chartered and authorized by BSA to provide, and did provide,
various Boy Scouting youth programs, including programs designed to build character and
leadership skills.

5. Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, BSA provided policies,
procedures and guidelines to its chartered local Boy Scout councils, including the Connecticut
Rivers Council, regarding criteria and information BSA considered necessary for the local
councils to consider when selecting, training and supervising individuals to serve as Boy Scout
troop leaders.

6. Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, BSA provided policies,
procedures and guidelines to its chartered local Boy Scout couneils, including the Connecticut
Rivers Council, about how to conduct Boy Scout activities, including those policies, procedures
and guidelines it considered necessary to protect minor participants from harm while they

participated in Boy Scout activities.
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7. Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, the Connecticut Rivers
Council was required by BSA to follow BSA’s policies, procedures, and guidelines regarding the
selection and supervision of Boy Scout leaders, as well as the operation of local Boy Scout
councils.

8. Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, BSA undertook to provide and
did provide policies, procedures and guidelines that it considered necessary to protect
participants, including minors, from harm while they participated in Boy Scout activities.

9. Local Boy Scout councils, including the Connecticut Rivers Council, relied on
BSA policies, procedures and guidelines to protect participants from injury while they
participated in Boy Scout activities.

10.  BSA also provided its local councils, including the Connecticut Rivers Council,
with program development and evaluation, camp and office planning and professional personnel
support that it considered necessary for conducting successful Boy Scout programs. BSA's local
councils, in turn, provided BSA with funds to support thé national organization of BSA.

11. For more than forty years before John Doe joined the Boy Scouts, BSA had been
aware of numerous instances across the country of sexual misconduct by adult Boy Scout troop |

leaders directed towards minor Boy Scout members.
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12.  For more than forty years before John Doe joined the Boy Scouts, BSA
maintained files, which BSA referred to as “the Confidential Files,” or the “Ineligible Volunteer
Files” (the “Confidential Files”).

13. The Confidential Files included, among other things, information on suspected
instances of child sexual abuse by Boy Scout troop leaders, as well as other alleged sexual
misconduct during Boy Scout activities across the United States.

14.  As aresult of maintaining the Files, BSA was aware of many hundreds of
instances of alleged. sexual misconduct involving Boy Scout troop leaders that were reported to
BSA before the mid-1990's.
| 15.  BSA kept the Files locked in its national headquarters, and strictly confidential
from its local councils, its Boy Scout youth participants, the parents of youth participants and the
general public.

16. In the late 1980’s, to address the issue of sexual abuse taking place in Boy Scout
activities, BSA implemented Youth Protection Guidelines intended to train and educate
volunteer leaders, parents and youth Boy Scouts how to best protect Scouts from the dangers of
child sexual abuse during Boy Scout activities.

17. As part of its Youth Protection Guidelines, BSA established a “two-deep” leadership
policy, which prohibited single adult Boy Scout leaders from being alone with a non-relative

youth Boy Scouts during Scouting activities.
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18. As part of its Youth Protection Guidelines, BSA also prohibited one-on-one
activities involving adults and non-relative youth Boy Scouts during Scout activities.

19. As part of its Youth Protection Guidelines, BSA provided local councils, including
the Connecticut Rivers Council, as well as parents and youth Boy Scouts with information about
the danéers of sexual abuse.

20.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, the Connecticut Rivers
Council selected individuals to serve as its Boy Scout adult troop leaders and scout masters, and
BSA reviewed and approved each individual chosen by Connecticut Rivers Council to serve as
an adult Boy Scout leader.

21.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff’s claims of liability, the Connecticut Rivers
Council, pursuant to BSA’s programming requirements, also provided training to each individual
selected to serve as a Boy Séout adult troop leader and monitored the actions and‘performance of
each individual who served as a Boy Scout adult troop leader.

22.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability against defendants, the
Connecticut Rivers Council provided its participants with a variety of Boy Scout activities,
which were sanctioned by BSA, and which were organized and operated pursuant to BSA
policies, procedures and guidelines.

23.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability against defendants, Joseph
Dabrow was a resident of the Town of Ledyard, New London County, Connecticut who served as

5 .
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a Boy Scout Scoutmaster and/or adult troop leader of a Boy Scout troop in the Connecticut
Rivers Council known as Troop 42 ("Troop 42"), which held regular meetings in Ledyard,
Connecticut.

24, Under the guidance and with the assistance of BSA, the Connecticut Rivers
Council selected Dabrow to be a Boy Scout adult troop leader, trained Dabrow on how to
properly serve as a Boy Scout adult troop leader, and monitored Dabrow’s performance and role
as a Boy Scout adult leader and interactions with youth Boy Scout members.

25.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, Troop 42 and its adult leaders,
including Dabrow, were authorized, sanctioned and recognized as Boy Scout adult troop leaders
by both BSA and the Connecticut Rivers Council, and were subject to the supervision, policies,
procedures and guidelines of BSA and the Connecticut Rivers Council.

26. Atall times. relevant to plaintiff's claims of liability, Boy Scout adult leaders in the
Troop 42, including Dabrow, were employees, volunteers, agents, apparent agents and/or
authorized representatives of BSA and the Connecticut Rivers Council.

27.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff’s claims of liability, the Connecticut Rivers
Council was responsible for overseeing and monitoring Dabrow’s participation in Boy Scout
activities, including but not limited to, ensuring that Dabrow followed BSA policies, procedures

and guidelines, and that he did not intentionally injure any Boy Scout members.
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28.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff’s claims of liability, BSA and the Connecticut
Rivers Council also encouraged adult troop leaders, including Dabrow, to interact closely with
minor children who were Boy Scout troop members, and to supervise and lead various Boy Scout
programs and outings.

29.  Atall times relevant to plaintiff’s claims of liability, Troop 42 owned a home
located at 56 Highland Drive, Ledyard, Connecticut (the “Home™), which served both as the
clubhouse for Troop 42 where regular troop meetings took place and as a residence for Dabrow.

30. Connecticut Rivers Council knew or should have known that Troop 42 owned the
Home during this time period and that the Home was used by Troop 42 for Boy Scout meetings
and actijvities.

31. Atall timés relevant to plaintiff’s claims of liability, Connecticut Rivers Council
also knew or should have known that Dabrow lived at the Home during the time he was the
Troop 42 Scoutmaster.

32. By authorizing and allowing Dabrow to function as a Boy Scout adult leader and
by encouraging private interactions between Dabrow and minor Boy Scout participants in and
outside of the Home, BSA and the Connecticut Rivers Council represented to their minor
participants, including plaintiff, and to the families of Boy Scout participants that Dabrow was

fit, qualified and competent to serve as an adult leader of minor Boy Scout participants and to
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provide minors with instruction and guidance according to the values and goals espoused by BSA
and the Fairfield County Council.

33. Plaintiff John Doe was a minor child who was a ‘Boy Scout member of Boy Scout
Troop 42, in the mid to late-1990's.

34.  During the time period that John Doe was a member of Troop 42, Dabrow served
as an assistant scoutmaster, scoutmaster, and/or troop leader of Troop 42.

35.  Aspart of its youth programs during the mid to late-1990's, Troop 42, with the
knowledge and approval of the Connecticut Rivers Council, organized and sanctioned troop
meetings and events attended by adult leaders and minor Boy Scout members, many of which
occurred at the Home. During these meetings and events, Dabrow participated as a Boy Scout
adult leader and John Doe attended asa minor Boy Scout member.

36.  More than once after Boy Scout meetings or events at the Highland Drive address
Dabrow was permitted to be alone with the plaintiff at the Home, during which time Dabrow
showed John Doe pornography and sexually assaulted and battered John Doe.

37. As part of its youth programs in the mid to late-1990's, the Connecticut Rivers
Council and Troop 42 provided training and activities to its youth Boy Scout participants,
including John Doe, which included recreational swimming at the United States Naval

Submarine Base pool in New London, Connecticut.
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38.  On multiple occasions during the mid to late-1990's, Dabrow, in his capacity as a
Boy Scout adult leader, instructed and encouraged John Doe to engage in such activities as part
of his participation in Boy Scout activities.

39, On at least one occasion, Dabrow was permitted to be alone with John Doe while
on a trip to the Naval Submarine Base pool, during which time Dabrow sexually assaulted and
battered plaintiff.

40. At the time Dabrow sexually assaulted and battered John Doe as outlined above,
John Doe was approximately 11-13 years old.

41.  The Connecticut Rivers Council, by its employees, agents, volunteers, apparent
agents and/or representatives, was negligent in failing to take appropriate measures to ensure the
safety and well-being of the children, including John Doe, who participated in Boy Scout
activities and in failing to take adequate steps to prevent John Doe from being sexually assaulted
and battered by Dabrow. |

42. By authorizing and/or permitting Dabrow to reside in the Troop 42 clubhouse, the
very same buﬂding where official Troop 42 meetings took place, the Connecticut Rivers Council
increased the risk that minor Boy Scouts like John Doe would be injured.

43. By authorizing and/or permitting Dabrow to be alone with John Doe on trips to the
naval submarine base, the Connecticut Rivers Council increased the risk that minor Boy Scéuts

like John Doe would be injured.
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44.  Asaresult of the negligence of the Connecticut Rivers Council, John Doe was
sexually assaulted and battered multiple times by Dabrow, causing him to suffer serious and
permanent physical injury, invasion and damages, as well as extensive permanent emotional and
psychological injuries arising directly from the physical injury and invasion he suffered.

45.  Asa further result of the negligence of Connecticut Rivers Council, John Doe has
suffered and will continue to suffer significant loss in the enjoyment of his life’s activities.

46. As a further result of the negligence of Connecticut Rivers Council, John Doe has
suffered extreme disruption in his interactions and relationships with other people and in thé way
he functions in the world.

47.  As afurther result of the negligence of Connecticut Rivers Council, plaintiff has

suffered economic losses.

SECOND COUNT: (As to defendant Connecticut Rivers Council, Inc., Boy Scouts of
America) : ’

1-43. Paragraphs 1 through 43 of the F irst Count are incorporated here as paragraphs
1 through 43 of this, the Second Count.

44.  Asaresult of the negligence of the Connecticut Rivers Council, John Doe was
sexually assaulted and battered multiple times by Dabrow, causing him severe emotional distress,
resulting in illness and bodily harm. |

45.  The Connecticut Rivers Council should have realized that its negligent conduct

posed an unreasonable risk of causing John Doe to suffer severe emotional distress, and should
10
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have understood that such emotional distress might result in illness and/or bodily injury.

46.  The Connecticut Rivers Council’s negligence was extreme and outrageous.

47.  Asaresult of the negligence of the Connecticut Rivers Council, John Doe was
sexually assaulted and battered multiple times by Dabrow, causing him to suffer serious and
permanent physical injury, invasion and damages, as well as extensive permanent emotional and
psychological injuries arising directly from the physical injury and invasion he suffered.

48. As a further fesult of the negligence of Connecticut Rivers Council, John Doe has
suffered and will continue to suffer significant losses in the enjoyment of his life’s activities.

49.  As afurther result of the negligence of Connecticut Rivers Council, John Doe has
suffered extreme disruption in his interactions and relationships with other people and in the way
he functions in the world.

50.  As a further result of the negligence of Connecticut Rivers Council, John Doe has
suffered economic losses. |

THIRD COUNT: (As to defendant Connecticut Rivers Council, Inc., Boy Scouts of
America)

1 - 43. Paragraphs 1 through 43 of the Second Count are incorporated here as paragraphs
1 through 43 of this, the Third Count.

44, Before Dabrow assaulted John Doe, Connecticut Rivers Council was aware of the
dangers of sexual misconduct in Boy Scout activities. Despite this knowledge, Connecticut

Rivers Council did not take appropriate precautions to protect John Doe from becoming a victim
11
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of sexual misconduct, and instead permitted the adult Scoutmaster Dabrow to meet with youth
Boy Scout participants in a meeting place where Dabrow lived, which provided a high risk
environment for sexual victimization of youth.

45.  The conduct of the Connecticut Rivers Council in failing to take appropriate
measures to ensure the safety and well-being of children and in failing to take adequate steps to
prevent the sexual assault and‘ battery of children, including John Doe, was willful, wanton
and/or in reckless disregard of the safety and well-being of others.

46. Asaresult of the recklessness of the Connecticut Rivers Council, plaintiff was
sexually assaulted and battered multiple times by Dabrow, causing plaintiff to suffer serious and
permanent physical injury, invasion and dam;ages, as well as extensive permanent emotional and
psychological injuries arising directly from the physical injury and invasion he suffered.

47. As a further result of the recklessness of Connecticut Rivers Council, plaintiff has
suffered and will continue to suffer significant losses in the enjoyment of his life’s activities.

48. As a further result of the recklessness of Connecticut Rivers Councﬂ, plaintiff has
suffered extreme disruption in his interactions and relationships with other people and in the way
plaintiff functions in the world.

49, As a further result of the recklessness of Connecticut Rivers Council, plaintiff has

suffered economic losses.

12
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50.  Plaintiff is entitled to an award of punitive damages against Connecticut Rivers
Council, as a result of the willful, wanton and reckless conduct of Connecticut Rivers Council.
FOURTH COUNT: (As to Boy Scouts of America)

1 - 40. Paragraphs 1 through 40 of the First Count are incorporated here as paragraphs 1
through 40 of this, the Fourth Count.

41. BSA, by its employees, agents, volunteers, apparent agents and/or representatives,
was negligent in failing to take adequate measures to ensure the safety and well-being of the
children, including John Doe, who participated in Boy Scout activities and in failing to take
adequate steps to prevent John Doe from being sexually assaulted and battered by Dabrow.

42. By failing to share information BSA had accumulated over decades about the
nature and incidence of sexual abuse in Boy Scout activities with its local councils, including the
Connecticut Rivers Council, and by otherwise failing to adequately assist local councils in
preventing child sexual abuse in Boy Scout activities, BSA increased the risk that minor Boy
Scouts like John Doe would be injured.

43. Asaresult of the negiigence of BSA, John Doe was sexually assaulted and battered
multiple times by Dabrow, causing him to suffer serious and permanent physical injury, invasion
and damages, as well as extensive permanent emotional and psychological injuries arising

directly from the physical injury and invasion he suffered.

13
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44,  As a further result of the negligence of BSA, John Doe has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant loss in the enjoyment of his life’s activities.

45.  As a further result of the negligence of BSA, John Doe has suffered extreme
disruption in his interactions and relationships with other people and in the way he functions in
the world.

46.  As a further result of the negligence of BSA, plaintiff has suffered economic
losses.

FIFTH COUNT: (As to Boy Scouts of America)

1 - 42. Paragraphs 1 through 42 of the Fourth Count are incorporated here as paragraphs

1 through 42 of this, the Fifth Count.

44. As aresult of the negligence of BSA, John Doe was sexually assaulted and battered
multiple times by Dabrow, causing him severe emotional distress, resulting in illness and bodily
harm.

45. BSA should have realized that its negligent conduct posed an unreasonable risk of
causing John Doe to suffer severe emotional distress, and should have understood that such
emotional distress might result in illness and/or bodily injury.

46. BSA’s negligence was extreme and outrageous.

47.  As aresult of the negligence of BSA, John Doe was sexually assaulted and battered
multiple times by Dabrow, causing him to suffer serious and permanent physical injury, invasion

14
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and damages, as well as extensive permanent emotional and psychological injuries arising
directly from the physical injury and invasion he suffered.

48.  Asa further result of the negligence of BSA, John Doe has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant losses in the enjoyment of his life’s activities.

49.  Asafurther result of the negligence of BSA, John Doe has suffered extreme
disruption in his interactions and relationships with other people and in the way he functions in
the world.

50. As a further result of the negligence of BSA, John Doe has

suffered economic losses.

SIXTH COUNT: (As to Boy Scouts of America)

1 -42. Paragraphs 1 through 42 of the Fourth Count are incorporated here as paragraphs
1 through 42 of this, the Sixth Count.

43, Before Dabrow assaulted John Doe, BSA was aware of the dangers of sexual
misconduct in Boy Scout activities. Despite this knowledge, BSA did not take appropriate
precautions to protect John Doe from becoming a victim of sexual misconduct, and instead
concealed information about widespread sexual abuse during Boy Scout activities from its local
councils.

44.  The conduct of the BSA in failing to take appropriate measures to ensure the safety
and well-belng of children and in failing to take adequate steps to prevent the sexual assault and

15
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battery of children, including John Doe, was willful, wanton and/or in reckless disregard of the
safety and well-being of others.

45.  As aresult of the recklessness of BSA, plaintiff was sexually assaulted and battered
multiple times by Dabrow, causing plaintiff to suffer serious and permanent physical injury,
invasion and damages, as well as extensive permanent emotional and psychological injuries
arising directly from the physical injury and invasion he suffered.

46.  As a further result of the recklessness of BSA, plaintiff has suffered and will
continue to suffer significant losses in the enjoyment of his life’s activities.

47.  As a further result of the recklessness of BSA, plaintiff has suffered extreme
disruption in his interactions and relationships with othér people and in the way plaintiff
functions in the world,

48.  As a further result of the recklessness of BSA, plaintiff has suffered economic
losses. |

49.  Plaintiff is entitled to an award of punitive damages against BSA, as a result of the

willful, wanton and reckless conduct of BSA.

16
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CLAIMS FOR RELIEF
The Plaintiff claims compensatory and punitive damages, as well as attorneys' fees, costs |
and whatever other relief is deemed just and proper, against each defendant in an amount greater
than the jurisdictional minimum amount of FIFTEEN THOUSAND ($15,000.00) DOLLARS;
and statutory punitive damages pursuant to Gen Stats. § 42a-1 10g(a) and attorneys’ fees and

costs pursuant to Gen Stats. § 42a-110g(d) (on the Fourth Count).

THE PLAINTIFF,

S

PAUL A. SLAGER

MICHAEL R. KENNEDY
SILVER GOLUB & TEITELL LLP
184 ATLANTIC STREET
STAMFORD, CT 06901

TO THE CLERK:
PLEASE ENTER THE FOLLOWING APPEARANCE FOR THE PLAINTIFFS:

SILVER GOLUB & TEITELL, LLP
184 ATLANTIC STREET
STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT 06901
(203) 325-4491; JURIS #058005
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